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Examiner 
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Applicant(s) 

CHING ETAL 



Art Unit 

2697 



- The MAILING DATE of this communication appears on the cover sheet with the correspondence address - 
Period for Reply 

A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) FROM 
THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1.136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
after SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

. If the period for reply specified above is less than thirty (30) days, a reply within the statutory minimum of thirty (30) days will be considered timely 

- If NO penod for reply is specified above, the maximum statutory period will apply and will expire SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication 

- Failure to reply within the set or extended period for reply will, by statute, cause the application to become ABANDONED (35 U.S.C. § 1 33) 

- Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of this communication, even if timely filed may reduce any 
earned patent temi adjustment See 37 CFR 1.704(b). 

Status 

1 )S Responsive to communication{s) filed on 01 May 2003 . 
2a)n This action is FINAL. 2b)S This action is non-final. 

3) n Since this application is in condition for allowance except for fomrial matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 11, 453 O.G. 213. 
Disposition of Claims 

4) H Claim(s) 1-20 is/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above claim{s) is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) ^ Claim(s) 1-17.19 and 20 is/are rejected. 

7) ^ Claim(s) 18 is/are objected to. 

8) n Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) ^ The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 
10)S The drawing(s) filed on 18 August 2000 is/are: a)S accepted or b)n objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1.85(a). 

11 )□ The proposed drawing correction filed on is: a)n approved b)^ disapproved by the Examiner. 

If approved, corrected drawings are required in reply to this Office action. 

12) n The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. 
Priority under 35 U.S.C. §§ 119 and 120 

13) 0 Acknowledgment is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119(a)-(d) or (f). 
a)nAII b)n Some*c)n None of: 

1 .□ Certified copies of the priority documents have been received. 

2. n Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No. . 

3. n Copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received in this National Stage 
application from the Internationa! Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 

* See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received. 

14) n Acknowledgment is made of a claim for domestic priority under 35 U.S.C. § 1 19(e) (to a provisional application). 

a) □ The translation of the foreign language provisional application has been received. 

15) 0 Acknowledgment is made of a claim for domestic priority under 35 U.S.C. §§ 120 and/or 121. 
Attachment(s) 

1 ) S Notice of References Cited (PTO-892) 4) □ Interview Summary (PTO-41 3) Paper No(s). . 

2) □ Notice of Oraflsperson's Patent Drawing Review (PTO-948) 5) □ Notice of Infomial Patent Application (PTO-1 52) 

3) ^ Information Disclosure Statement(s) (PTO-1 449) Paper No(s) 2 . 6) □ Other: 
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DETAILED ACTION 



Drawings 



1 . The informal drawings filed in this application are acceptable for examination purposes. 
When the application is allowed, applicant will be required to submit new formal drawings. 



Specification 



2. The disclosure is objected to because of the following informalities: on Page 6, Line 3, 
the word "ore" should be correct to --or-. Further, on Line 3 of Claim 3, the period (".") should 
be corrected to a comma (--,—). Appropriate correction is required. 



3. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by another filed 
in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent granted on an application for 
patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent, except that an 
international application filed under the treaty defined in section 351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this 
subsection of an application filed in the United States only if the international application designated the United 
States and was published under Article 21(2) of such treaty in the English language. 

4. Claims 1-5, 8-9, 13 and 17 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by 
U.S. Patent No. 5,892,535 to Allen et al. 

Regarding Claim 1, Allen discloses a digital media distributor (See Figure 2) with 
tunable control (See Figure 15) of digital media data transmission (Col. 17, Lines 28-30) 
comprising a distribution network (Col. 15, Line 15), a central site system (Col. 16, Line 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 



3) utilizing a plurality of designated control parameters (Col. 17, Lines 55-60) including 
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uplink parameters (Col. 19, Lines 45-57), scheduler parameters (CoL 19, Lines 1 1-14) 
and storage parameters (Col. 23, Lines 12-34) for controlling distribution of the media 
data. Allen further discloses a plurality of remote site servers (Col. 16, Line 5) for 
receiving digital media data transmissions from the central site server via the distribution 
network according to the designated control parameters. 

Regarding Claim 2, Allen discloses a system as stated above in Claim 1 w^herein 
the plurality of uplink parameters relate to transmission limits (Col. 23, Lines 55-60), 
value limits (See Figure 15) and time window limits (See Figures 15 and 18). 

Regarding Claim 3, Allen discloses a system as stated above in Claim 2 wherein 
the plurality of uplink parameters further comprises an uplink broadcast interval and an 
uplink request v^ndow (See Figure 18). 

Regarding Claim 4, Allen discloses a system as stated above in Claim 1 wherein 
the plurality of scheduler parameters relate to time v^ndow limits (Col. 19, Lines 11-19). 

Regarding Claim 5, Allen discloses a system as stated above in Claim 4 wherein 
the plurality of scheduler parameters further comprises a playlist transmission look-ahead 
in the form of an inventory check (Col. 41, Lines 7-13). Further, the system of Allen 
inherently discloses a history retention period parameter as is necessary in any system 
that provides logging of transactions (Col. 42, Lines 3 1-64) to prevent an unlimited 
number of log entries being written to a finite amount of storage. 

Regarding Claim 8, Allen discloses a method for controlling distribution of digital 
media data by a digital media distribution system comprising the use of a central site 
system to distribute media data to a plurality of remote sites via a network and 
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designating a plurality of control parameter values including uplink parameters, scheduler 
parameters and storage parameters in the central site system for tuning the distribution of 
data as stated above in Claim 1 . 

Regarding Claim 9, Allen discloses a method as stated above in Claim 8 wherein 
designating a plurality of control parameter values further comprises designating 
parameters related to transmission limits as stated above in Claim 2. 

Regarding Claim 13, Allen discloses a method as stated above in Claim 9 wherein 
designating control parameters related to a transmission limit further comprises an uplink 
broadcast interval which shows a plurality of intervals tl-t3, etc. (See Figure 18). 

Regarding Claim 17, Allen discloses a method for controlling digital 
advertisement (Col. 32, Lines 34-36) distribution from a central site to a remote site via a 
network comprising establishing values for one or more of a set of uplink and storage 
control parameters in the central site and managing distribution of digital advertisements 
to the remote sites based on the values as stated above in Claim 1 . 



5. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 



6. Claims 6-7, 10-12, 14-16 and 19-20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Allen in view of well-known prior art. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 
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Regarding Claims 6, Allen discloses a system as stated above in Claim 1 . What is 
not disclosed, however, is a storage parameter relating to retention period limits. Official 
Notice is hereby taken that it is well known in the art that retention period limits are 
necessary in any system that caches or buffers an amount of data in a finite storage 
environment. Such systems, for example, could be the cache of an operating system or 
web browser, or a temporary directory for downloaded media content. Therefore, it 
would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to modify the system of Allen v^th a retention period limit in order to purge 
old cached content to make room for newer data. 

Regarding Claim 7, Allen in view of well-known prior art disclose a system as 
stated above in Claim 6. Allen further discloses a system wherein the plurality of storage 
parameters further comprises playlist entries (Col. 32, Line 10-14). 

Regarding Claim 10, Allen discloses a method as stated above in Claim 9. 
Further, Allen in view of well-known prior art discloses designating a plurality of control 
parameter values further comprising parameters related to retention period limits as stated 
above in Claim 6. 

Regarding Claim 1 1, Allen in view of the well-knovm prior art disclose a method 
as stated above in Claim 1 0. Allen further discloses designating a plurality of control 
parameter values related to time window limits (See Figure 18). 

Regarding Claim 12, Allen in view of the well-known prior art disclose a method 
as stated above in Claim 1 1 . Allen further discloses designating a plurality of control 
parameter values related to value limits (See Figure 15). 
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Regarding Claim 14, Allen in view of the well-known prior art disclose a method 
as stated above in Claim 10. The well-known prior art teaches a history retention period 
as stated above in Claim 6. 

Regarding Claim 15, Allen in view of the well-known prior art disclose a method 
as stated above in Claim 11. What is not disclosed, however, is designating control 
parameters related to a time window limit further comprising an uplink forward. Official 
Notice is hereby taken that it is well known in the art of satellite data transmissions that 
with certain satellite applications there is a finite time window in which data may be 
transmitted and therefore it is necessary to specify parameters relating to the duration of 
allowed transmission time ("uplink forward"). Therefore, it would have been obvious to 
one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to further modify 
the method of Allen in view of the well-known-prior art with an "uplink forward" 
parameter in order to transmit data only during windows when the satellite is available. 

Regarding Claim 16, Allen in view of the well-known prior art disclose a method 
as stated above in Claim 12. Allen further discloses a method wherein designating control 
parameters related to a value limit comprise playlist entries (Col. 32, Lines 10-14). 

Regarding Claim 19, Allen discloses a method as stated above in Claim 17. Allen 
further discloses an uplink broadcast interval as stated above in Claim 13. What is not 
disclosed, however, is establishing values for the uplink control parameters including an 
uplink request window, uplink forward, and uplink look-ahead. Official Notice is hereby 
taken that it is well known in the art of satellite transmissions to use such parameters to 
control the flow of data transfer between a ground station and a satellite. An uplink 
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request window parameter is essential as certain satellite systems are only available for 
ground-station uplink at certain periods. Because there is a finite time window in which 
data may be transmitted it is therefore necessary to specify parameters relating to the 
duration of allowed transmission time ("uplink forward"). This could be a delta time in 
hours/minutes from the start of the uplink request window or an absolute end time of the 
window. Further, an uplink look-ahead is well known in the art of satellite transmission, 
as it is necessary to stage data to be transmitted at the ground station before the satelHte 
transmission window becomes available. Therefore, it would have been obvious to one 
having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to modify the system 
of Allen with the well-known prior art in order to be able to control the transmission of 
data over a satellite upstream. 

Regarding Claim 20, Allen discloses a method as stated above in Claim 17. Allen 
further discloses a playlist with entries as stated above. What is not disclosed, however, is 
establishing values for the storage control parameters including playlist retention period, 
purge list retention period or purge list entries. Official Notice is hereby taken that it is 
well known in the art of video transmission where content is constantly being added and 
removed from a playlist to utilize a purge list of entries to be removed to make way for 
new incoming content. Further, it is well known to include a retention period for this 
content to be removed such that the removal is automatic upon reaching a certain time 
threshold. This retention period could be part of the playlist or part of the purge list but 
serves the same function. Therefore, it would have been obvious to one having ordinary 
skill in the art at the time the invention was made to modify the playlist method of Allen 
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with a purge list and a retention period for the playlist and/or purge list in order to 
automatically remove outdated content in a media storage system to make way for new 
incoming content as is well known in the art. 



Allowable Subject Matter 
7. Claim 1 8 is objected to as being dependent upon a rejected base claim, but would be 
allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the limitations of the base claim and 
any intervening claims. 




Wmbetly A. Williams 
Teohnoloay center 2600 
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Conclusion 



The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's 



disclosure. 



a. U.S. Patent No. 6,526,575 to McCoy et al discloses a multimedia distribution 
system utilizing a satellite with multiple tunable parameters. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier conmiunications from the 
examiner should be directed to Matthew R Demicco whose telephone number is (703) 305-8155. 
The examiner can normally be reached on Mon-Fri, 9am - 5pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Andrew Faile can be reached on (703) 305-4380. The fax phone numbers for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned are (703 308-5359 for regular 
communications and (703) 872-93 14 for After Final communications. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or proceeding 
should be directed to the receptionist whose telephone number is (703) 306-0377. 




mrd 

May 1,2003 



